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Art Unit: 2629 

DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is in response to the amendment filed on June 8, 2006. Claims 16-27 
are pending. Claims 16, 19-21, 24 and 25 have been amended. Claims 26 and 27 are newly 
added. • * 

Priority 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 

U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 08/43891 1, filed 
on May 10, 1995. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 16-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

With respect to claims 16, 21 and 26, applicant amends the limitations to teach "a 
memory which is within said display apparatus ", there is no teaching of where the memory is 
within said display apparatus in the specification of the instant application. Examiner requests 
the applicant specifically point out in the specification where support for this amendment can be 
found. 
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With respect to dependent claims 17-20, 22-25 and 27, these claims are also rejected as 
they depend upon a rejected base claim. 

Double Patenting 

4. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined 
application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference 
claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In reLongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Gir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal • 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

5. Claims 16-27 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-4 of U.S. Patent No. 6,686,895. Although the . 
conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other as shown in 



the comparison table below. 



Instant Application 10/661527 
Claim 16 


US 6,686,895 
Claim 1 


A display apparatus connectable to an 
external computer for displaying an image 
on a screen on the basis of video and 
synchronization signals from said external 
computer, comprising: 


A display unit for displaying an image based 

on a video signal received 

from an external computer which is connected 

to an input device, the display 

unit being separate from the external 
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a memory which is within said display 
apparatus; 

a receiver which receives a control signal 
to control said displayed image, which is 
generated by operating an input unit of said 
external computer wherein said display 
apparatus is configured to be separate from 
said external computer; 

and a control circuit which controls said 
image on said screen using control data 
included in said control signal received 
through said receiver and writes said 
control data into said memory, wherein 
said control circuit reads control data from 
said memory when said display apparatus 
is turned on and controls said displayed 
image on said screen by using said control 
data read out from said memory. 



computer and comprising: 



a receiving/transmitting unit receiving from 
said external computer a first control signal 
generated in response to a control instruction 
inputted through 

said input device connected to said external 
computer and 



a second control signal generated based on a 
program running on said external computer 
and transmitting an acknowledge signal to 
said external computer to inform that said first 
and second control signals are received; 

and a memory having stored therein control 
data regarding displaying of the image; 

wherein the image is controlled and displayed 
by using said input device connected to said 
external computer based on said first control 
signal and said control data is read from said 
memory in response to said second control 
signal thereby to control the image. 



As shown from the table above, the claims, while not exact, are similar to one another. 
The combination of the receiver and control circuit of the instant application corresponds to the 
receiving/transmitting unit of the patented case. The instant application claims a memory within 
the display which is not claimed by the patent case. Applicant will note the 35 USC 112, 
rejection shown above in regards to this limitation. Further, Examiner takes Official Notice that 
a memory which is within said display apparatus is well known. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include internal memory in a 
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display device as the internal memory enables images to be displayed. Therefore, the claims of 
both the instant application and patented case claim similar subject matter. . . 

While only claim 16 is compared with claim 1, claims 17-27 are similarly rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 16-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McDaniel 
etal (US 4,415,985). 

As to independent claims 16, 21 and 26, McDaniel et al disclose a display apparatus (Fig. 
1, item 64) to an external computer (Fig. 1, item 50) for displaying an image on a screen on the 
basis of video and synchronization signals from said external computer (col. 6, lines 15-25), 
comprising; a memory (Fig. 1, item 6, col. 3, lines 27-29, col. 4, lines 1-2); a receiver which 
receives a control signal to control said image, which is generated by operating an input unit of 
said external computer (col. 5, lines 60-col. 6, lines 10, col. 10, lines 24-39), wherein said display 
apparatus is configured to be separate from said external computer (Fig. 1, item 64); a control 
circuit which controls said image on said screen using control data included in said control signal 
received through said receiver and writes said control data into said memory (col. 5, lines 64-col. 
6, lines 10); wherein said control circuit reads control data from said memory when said display 
apparatus is turned on and controls said image on said screen by using said control data read out 
from said memory (col. 6, lines 29-58). 
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McDaniel does not teach where a memory is within a display apparatus. Examiner takes 
Official Notice that a memory is within a display apparatus is well known. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include internal 
memory in a display device as the internal memory enables images to be displayed. 

As to dependent claims 17 and 22, limitations of claims 16 and 21, and further 
comprising, McDaniel et al disclose wherein said memory is made of an eeprom (col. 1, lines 27- 
29). 

As to dependent claims 18 and 23, limitations of claims 16 and 21, and further 
comprising, McDaniel et al disclose means for sending an acknowledge signal indicating receipt 
of said control signal to said external computer (col. 5, lines 3-7, requiring a ready signal and col. 
5, lines 29-38, sending an acknowledge signal). 

As to dependent claims 19 and 24, limitations of claims 16 and 21, and further 
comprising, McDaniel et al disclose wherein said input unit is a mouse (col. 10, lines 31-33). 

As to dependent claims 20 and 25, limitations of claims 16 and 21, and further 
comprising, McDaniel et al disclose wherein said input unit is a keyboard (col. 10, lines 31-33). 

As to dependent claim 27, limitations of claim 26, and further comprising, McDaniel et al 
disclose wherein said visual characteristic of said mage is at least one of a display size, a display 
position and a brightness of said image (col. 6, lines 1-10). 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed February 1, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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Applicant argues on page 8, where the PROM of McDaniel is within the single unit 
driving apparatus that is much different from the display apparatus of the present invention 
which is connectable to an external computer. Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. The prior art 
of McDaniel teaches a driving circuit for selectively displaying on the screen of a CRT. The 
CRT is item 64 in Fig. 1, which is externally connected to the computer. Applicant argues of 
where the memory of the present invention is within the display apparatus. Examiner, 
respectfully, disagrees. There is no support in the specification that the memory as claimed is 
within the display apparatus. Actually, the memory as described in the specification is not 
internal to the display apparatus. 

Applicant argues on pages 10-11 and 14-16, where the prior art, McDaniel, does not 
teach the limitation of "the control circuit reads control data from the memory when the display 
apparatus is turned on and controls the displayed image on the screen by using the control data 
read out from the memory". Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. McDaniel teaches in col. 5, lines 
60-col. 6, line 10, where the CRT controller generates signals to be used by the CRT and further 
receives data from the DMA controller and uses it in order to control the characters/images to be 
displayed on the CRT. And in col. 6, lines 29-58, McDaniel teaches where the control circuit 
controls image data, control' logic, video control, timing, and read- write data. 

Applicant argues on pages 12-14, where McDaniel does not teach the adjustment of a 
display size, a display position and brightness of a picture in the display unit as explained in the 
present invention. Applicant does not claim the features of display size, a display position and a 
brightness of a picture in the display unit. Applicant claims control data which is broadly 
interpreted. 
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Applicant argues on pages 16-17, where in the present invention, the control is directed to 
the image and not to the characters themselves. Examiner contends that a "signal" or "image" of 
the present invention is one and the same as the "character" disclosed by McDaniel The 
"character" of McDaniel is also an image being displayed. Further, Applicant has failed to 
explain how the "signal" or "image" of the instant application is different than the "character" 
different from the "character" as disclosed by McDaniel. 

With respect to the new limitation of where the memory is within the display apparatus, 
see the 35 USC 1 12, 2 nd paragraph rejection above. 

Please note the Double Patenting rejection above. 

As shown from the above, the limitation set forth in the instant application are taught by 
the prior art of McDaniel et al, therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Srilakshmi K. Kumar whose telephone number is 571 272 7769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on 571 272 3638. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Srilakshmi K Kumar 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2629 
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